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The AvTroRs of the Weekly nue, | 
and of the Remarks reprinted from thencgy . 
are proved WiLFUL MisSREPRESENTERS - 7, 
of the ſaid SERMON, and of the Nors. - i * te 
added to the Fourth Edition, p. 51 2. 2 
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HE Remarker upon the Sermons 
againſt Popery preach'd at Sal- 
ters-Hall, writing in the ſtyle of 

adifferent perſon from the author 

of the papers taken out of the 

Miſcellany, occaſions my put- 

ting both together, as in the title-page. The 

charge of w:/ful miſrepreſentation of the cloſe 


l 2 
f , 
J 
\ 
- 


of Dr. Wright's ſermon made good againſt 
the one, will more fully and aggravatedly lie 


againſt the other. The Remarker writes thus 
concerning the letters in the Weekly Miſcel- 
lany, J dare ſay that the author of theſe pa- 
bers is very ready to accept of any reaſonable 
apology that the doctor is able to make for him- 
felf. The author of theſe papers is here re- 
preſented with ſuch airs of /uperrority, as if 
it was a condeſcenſion and favour to accept of 
an apology---- From whom ? From one who 


had received wrong, inſtead of doing it. But 


what Apology will this accuſer make for him- 


ſelf, who diggeth up evil even out of expreſ- 
ſtons of tenderneſs and charity, when Gop 
the judge of all ſhall call him to account for 


ſuch idle words? 


A 2 After 


| [4] 

After Dr. Wright is made an offender b 
groſs miſrepreſentations, then his reaſonable 
apology for himſelf is to be accepted, if he 
pleaſe to apologize for having brought on him- 
ſelf a falſe charge. But ſurely falſbood and in- 
Jury ought to be doubly reſented, under fuch 
language as this. 

The injury done to Doctor Wright, 
by theſe writers, is threefold. 1. He is 
made one of thoſe, againſt whom the church 
of England is vindicated from calumny. And 
yet the only paſſage in his ſermon, that the 
accuſer produceth to ſerve his purpoſe, it is 
not ſo much as pretended ſays any thing con- 
cerning the church of England ; but all the 
animadverſions upon it are calculated purely 
and intirely to ſhew that there is not ſo much 
charity expreſs'd toward the Papiſts, and par- 
ticularly not to the Popiſb clergy, as this wri- 
fer would have. The whole paragraph for 
the fake of which he accuſeth Dr. Wright, 
with his whole charge and argument to ſup- 
port it, I ſhall here tranſcribe, 

The ſermon : When you are ſpeaking with 
* tenderneſs and charity of the multitude of 
poor ſouls that are under the Roman yoke, 
© and hoping that many of them may be 
© ſaved; let that very compaſſion excite your 
© deteſtation of Popery, that hath fo ſadly 

© abuſed and enſlaved humble and honeſt 
© minds, And do not flatter any of that church 
© by allowing that falvation is to be had any 
© further than as they believe and obey the 
* ſcriptures” This is the paſſage brought K 

make 


* 
» 


[ 5] : 


make Dr. Wright ſtand amongſt thoſe who 
have made the church of England the peculiar 
mark of their ſpleen. The words above (I ſay) 
are brought as a proof, and as the only 
proof from the ſermon referred to, that 
there is that mixture of invective againſt the 
eſtabliſhment, in all the Diſſenting teachers 
complaints againſt Popery, that it is ou 
hard to gueſs which of them they think to be 
the greater tyranny of the two; which fartheſt 
removed from the purity and ſimplicity of the 
goſpel. * And to make thoſe who fall under 
this cenſure the more remarkable, the mz/cel- 
laniſt adds, I do not ſay that they are ALL of 
them chargeable with theſe faults, (and yet he 
had ſpoken before as plainly as words could 
do, of ALL THEIR COMPLAINTS againſt 
Popery) but s0ME of them are; and wWHo 
they are it will be ſeen in the ſequel of this 
diſcourſe. He then promiſeth to cite parti- 
cular authors, and particular paſſages ; and for 


this purpoſe he hath cited the paſſage out of 


Dr. Wright's ſermon, as above. 

Now let me intreat the reader to obſerve, 
what there is that can be imagin'd to carry in 
it a mixture of invective againſt the church of 
England, in the quotation here produced. Mr. 
Hooker's reaſoning upon it, ( tho* evident! 
ſpiteful) yet can ſuggeſt nothing, but a want 
of charity to the Papiſis, and particularly the 
Popiſb clergy, that is made faulty. To fave 

4 my 


* Remarks upon ſome of the Diſſenters Sermons againſt 
Popery, p. 3. 


(6] 


my reader the trouble of conſulting his pa- 
pers, I ſhall tranſcribe his whole argument. 
The Weekly Miſcellany, May 17. + By Po- 
pery here, as it ſtands oppoſed to the multitude 
of poor honeſt fouls that are under the Ro- 
man yoke, { $UPPOSE he [the preacher againſt 
Popery] means the Popith clergy ; whom in the 
firſt place he repreſents as wilfully corrupt, 
and therefore in a damnable ſtate. I think that 
it belongs not to me, or to him, to give ſen- 
tence upon them. To their own maſter they 
ſtand or fall. [Well, here Dr. W.----- is not 
ſo charitable to the Popiſb clergy, as the author 
of the Miſcellany thinks he thould be. But 
where is the mixture of invectiue againſt the 
church of England in this?] The Miſcellany 
goes on, But what has he to jay to theſe 
poor ſouls, whom he here ſuppoſes to be hum- 
ble and honeft ? You have before heard that we 
are allowed to ſpeak with tenderneſs and charity 
of them, and to hope that they may be ſaved. 
Neverthele eſs he preſently tells us that it is flattery 
to allow that there is any ſalvation for thents 
«© Do not (ſays he) flatter any of that church 
« by allowing that falvation is to be had 
« ANY FARTHER, than as they believe and 
ce obey the ſcriptures. II PRESUME iS Gen- 
tleman will jay, that no Papiſt believes and 
obeys the ſcriptures. Therefore we muſt not 
believe that any of them can be ſaved. But 
what room then is there to hope that ſome of 
them may be ſaved? Are we to hope and not 
zo 


| + Remarks, p. 13. 8 
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to hope? Or to fay we hope, and unſay 
it again? To ſpeak tenderly of them behind 


their backs, and damn them to their faces? 


Tao not underſtand this caſurſtry, and ſhall leave 


him to explain it as he is able. 
If this wonderfulman atanargumentberight 
in his preſumption, then Dr.. ſays, and un- 


Jays; that is, he contradicts himſelf; but ſtill there 


is no proof of any mixture of invective againſt 
the church of England, which was the point 
to be proved. So that however the preacher 
is accuſed of not being clear, and therefore 
is made inconſiſtent; (not having a right to 
that ſmall degree of charity, as to have the 
beſt conſtruction put upon doubtful and unclear 
expreſſions;) yet he hath ſaid nothing that 
even the unkindeſt interpretation can make a 
calumny of the church of England. Here 
therefore the Apology may juſtly be required 
of the accuſer, not of the perſon accuſed, 
" to proceed : 

It is another 21ury done to Dr. 7. 


to 8 him with having no charity for Ax 
Papiſt, and that upon a meer preſumption of 


the accuſer; and then to carry on the pre- 


ſumption againſt the injured perſon, after he 


hath directly ſhewn that his words implied 
no ſuch thing. He hath not only denied the 
Meaning which the preſumer hath put upon 
his words, but hath ſhewn what conſtruction 
ought to have been put upon the words them- 


ſelves, from the tenor and defign of the whole = 


ſermon, The words in the NoTE added to 
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the fourth edition of Dr. 's ſermon are 
theſe; I have allowed that as far as any of 
« the church of Rome believe and obey the 
« ſcriptures, they may be ſaved as well as 
e others.---«It was allowed at the beginning 
e of this ſermon, that the Romaniſts do ac- 
knowledge the ſcripture to be the infallible 
« word of Gop; and one defign of the ſer- 
«© mon is to engage them to keep to this, 
e by ſhewing that the ſcriptures are ſufficiently 
« clear and perfect to fave thoſe that believe 
« and obey them.” This part of the NoTE 
is wholly ſuppreſs'd by the remarker; and 
he ſtill goes on to vindicate his former mz/re- 
preſentation, as if Dr. . had faid, that 
It is flattery to allow that ſalvation is to be 
had for any of the church of Rome.* The 
remarker is ſo ſenſible of his having reſted 
the words of Dr. — to a ſenſe contrary to 
his expreſs declaration in the note referr'd 
to, that he ſays, He is contented to leave this 
entlaman inti rely to his own explanations ; 
and it rejoices him to find that Mr. Chandler 
is the ſingle man who 7s not aſhamed of judg- 
ing others by rules by which they would think it 
bard to be judged themſelves. T I leave Mr. 
Chandler to take what notice of this writer 
he fees fit. T That which further concerns 
Dr. Wright, is to ſhew that he did not mean 
one 


Remarks, p. 30. + Remarks, p. 35. 

1 Since this was prepared for the preſs, 22 
pers written in vindication of Mr. Chandler. The Old Whig, 
or Conſiſtent Proteftant, July 3, and 10, | 


[9] 
one thing, and /ay another, nor /ay at one 
time what he denies at another. 

This is the rd injury done to Dr. Wright; 
he is charged with denying what, the remarker 
fays, every one who reads the ſermon will find 
true. This ſeems to be ſaid for the ſake of 
them that ſhall read his papers, but are too 
much prejudiced to read a Dzſſenter's ſermon; 
ſuch probably may take every thing for true, 
which this Reporter fays they will find ſo : But 
I have not yet met with one, that either heard 
or hath ſince read the ſermon, who hath ima- 
gin'd that the words he has faſtned his un- 
charitable conſtruction upon, could with fair- 
neſs and Zruth be taken in his ſenſe. I am 
ſure I have conſulted ſome that do not want 
common underſtanding, to whom this Writer 
makes his boaſt of appealing; yea ſome that 
have the underſtanding to be of the eſtabliſh'd 
church, though they do not think the authors 
of the Miſcellany are in a way at preſent to do 


it much ſervice, conſidered as a Proteſtant 


church. | | __ 
Inſulting is no proof of wiſdom or truth, 
but of a mean and narrow ſpirit, which is evi- 
dently the ſpirit and temper of the Remarker., 
There is one 77/ulf in repeating the miſtaken 
ſenſe put upon the words of Dr. s ſer- 
mon, which is not to be overlook'd. It is this. 
In the note added to the laſt edition of the ſer- 
mon, Dr. V complains, that the author 
© of the Miſcellany moſt uncharitably Aber 
* ſeth and preſumeth things, which were neither 
B 5 
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© meant nor ſaid, This ingenuous and open 
declaration of the meaning and diſpoſition of 
the preacher, as well as referring to what was 


15 J ſaid, the remarker makes the follow. 


ing baughty return to. With his meaning ] 
have nothing to do, farther than it may appear 
by his words. And that he hath ſaid it, and 
that he now ſays it, or what amounts to a; 
much, muſt be plain to any man of common un- 
derſtanding. Dr. W--—- here inſiſts, that if 
his words were not clear enough to convey his 
meaning before, yet when his intention was 
more openly and fully declared afterward, this 
writer had to do with it; I repeat it, he had to 
do with it, and in common goodneſs ſhould 
have dropt his preſumption and /uppo/ition. 
What he ſuppos'd was Dr. -s meaning, 
ſhould have been urged u more, after a pub- 
lick open aſſurance that it was not his meaning, 
and after another ſenſe was actually given of 
his words. But inſtead of this common good- 
neſs, which men expreſs one to another ; this 
writer goes to work to make a man's declara- 
tion of his own meaning ſtand for nothing, 
And ſtill Dr. . hath ſaid, and now ſays 
what he charges him with. How's that pro- 
ved? By this pitiful come-off--— He ſays what 
AMOUNTS fo as much. | 

The argument by which he proves that Dr. 
W---- bath faid what amounts to as much as 
he hath falſly charged him with, he fays ö 
Clear to @ demonſtration, If put into form, i 


ſtands thus. 
Dr, 


[ xx ] 
n Dr. W---- aſſerts that it is flattery to allow 


of chat ſalvation is to be had for any who do 
as not believe and obey the ſcriptures: 


7 It is pref eſumed that No PAP1sT believes and 
J obeys the ſcriptures: 
ar Therefore it is flattery to allow that ſalva- 


tion is to be had for any Papiſt, or for any 
a: Ml that are of the church of Rome. 
2 Thus the charge againſt Dr. - ſtands, 
if W But the major propoſition in this ſyllogiſm is 
his not aſſerted by Dr. in the manner it is 
ras here put, as will be ſhewn upon a very mate- 
his W rial paſſage in the Remarks hereafter. And 
to M the minor propoſition is expreſsly denied. Dr. 
nd right had fairly ſuggeſted that an honeſt 
an. well-minded Papiſt might believe and obey 
1g, the ſcripture fo far as he could come at the 
d- knowledge of it, and in thus doing might be 
1", Ml faved. And he hath alſo, both in the 7 
of and the note referr'd to, declared the direct 
d- ¶ contrary to this preſumption; which the rea- 
he der may ſee, if he pleaſe to look back to the 
ra- quotation under the former head of injury. 
ng. And yet upon a repetition of the /ame premi- 
ah es, after this writer knew that one of them 
ro- at leaſt was flatly denied, he puts on a 
hat boaſting air, as if the concluſion drawn was 
clear to demonſtration. The manner of keep- 
Dr. ing up this fa/ſe preſumption is as follows: 
1% lt is alledged, that Dr. . has given his 
s vil reader the TROUBLE of acquainting him, that 
„ t Poptky 7s —— to ſcripture. And if jo, 
I bope (ſays the remarker) I may now be ale 
Dr, B 2 10 


K. 


[. x2 } 

dd fo PRESUME (even in capitals) that un 
Papiſt believes and obeys the ſcripture ; unleſs 
the Dr. will ſhew that believing ſeripture, and 
believing things contrary to ſcripture, are one 
and the ſame thing. This way of arguing is 
owing to a reſolution in this author not to take 
Dr. Wright's account of Portry, though ſet 
down as plainly as well could be : His account 
of Popery | is this, The preſent /ert/ement and 
© conſtitution of things Ts the council of 
« Trent, with all the tyranny and ſuperſti- 
ce tion by which that ſettlement is main- 
« tain'd.” The remarker will have Popery to 
be the Popifh clergy, or the Papiſts themſelves; 
and thus an endleſs debate might go on, and 
all appear at laſt to be a meer /ogomachy. Be- 
cauſe Popery is proved contrary to ſcripture in 
its preſent ſertlement, therefore Dr. Wright 
muſt be made to ſay, That no PapisrT, 
or no perſon under that conſtitution of 
e things, believes and obeys the ſcripture.” 
The jumble and contradiction here plainly 
lies in the words of the remarker, and not 
in the words of the ſermon or note upon it. 

What is meant by Dr. Wright's giving his 
reader the TROUBLE of declaring that Po- 
pery is contrary to ſcripture, I know not; | 
am ſorry it gave any trouble to any man of 
the church of England to have Popery ſet in 
fach a light. But it is true, let it trouble 
one or another to have it publickly ſhewn, 
that Popery is contrary to ſcripture, Then, 
ys the remarker, I may be allow'd to pre- 


— | | fume 


. ES] _ 
fume that no PaeisT believes and obeys the © 
ſcriptures. 1 do not ſee how any body can 
help his going on to preſume what he pleaſes; 
but I apprehend it would ſtop the like pre- 
ſumption in any other man to tell him, that 
Popery in its preſent ſettlement is, beyond all 
doubt, contrary to ſcripture ; and yet ſome 
honeſt deluded Papiſts notwithſtanding may 
believe and obey the ſcriptures, ſo far as they 
f are inſtructed in and from them; and in thus 
- doing, they may find mercy with Gop. 
- There is therefore no need for Dr. Wright to 


0 ſhew, that believing ſcripture, and believing 
; things contrary to ſcripture, are the ſame thing. 
id He may leave that for ſuch men to do, who 
e profeſs to believe the ſcripture, and yet make 
in articles of faith contrary to ſcripture, neceſſary 
bt i to be believed at the ſame time. 

yy Here, Sir, you are to call upon ſuch of 
of the Popiſh clergy as go fully into the preſent 
> ſettlement of Popery ; and not upon a preacher 
uy that would fain hope charitably concerning 
1ot ſome, both clergy and others, who live un- 
i. der that ſuperſtitious tyrannous ſettlement, z. e. 


his ſome who have been brought up under it, and 
have no way to make their eſcape from it, 


I though they deſire ſo to do; yea of ſome that 
of even in Proteſtant countries are fo terrified b 
in the books and threatnings of the church of 

ble Rome, after they have been members of it, that 

vn, they are under a flavi/h fear of renouncing 
en, Popery, tho' they are ſeeking to know more 
pre- and more of the ſcriptures in order thereto. 

i | 


Pray, 


Fre] 

Pray, Sir, after this, do not preſume any 
more in print, that becauſe Popery in its con- 
ſtitution and tyranny is contrary to ſcripture, 
therefore no Papiſt (i. e. no honeſt deluded 
ſoul under that conſtitution and tyranny) be- 
lieves and obeys the ſcriptures. You ſee that 
the words of Dr. Wright will not ſupport 

your preſumption; and = all your wreathing 
of them, you are as far to ſeek for proof of 
that preacher's denying what he had /a:d, as 
ever you was. The inconſiſtency lies wholly 
at your dooor, not at His. 

But you further blame Dr. Fright, after 
he has ſaid that Popery is contrary to ſcripture, 
for telling the world, That to flatter any Pa- 
piſt with the hope of ſalvation, is to bind on 
bis chains, &c. and then you beg leave to dif- 
fer from this Gentleman. That is, to differ 
from one whoſe words you will not quote 
truly, and whoſe ſenſe and meaning you think 
it not worth your while to anderſtand, and 
yet againſt whom you are reſolved to vrite. 
The words of Dr. Vrigbt (which in your 
way of tranſcribing them you beg leave to /ay 
were not ſenſe, and which you have... his free 
leave to pals that or any other ſentence upon) 
are theſe; © That to flatter any with the 
hope of ſalvation upon their gozng farther 
* than the ſcripture allows, [or as the former 
part of that period had put it, © their build- 
ing upon traditions which have no foun- 
dation in ſcripture, yea, which are directly 
© gontrary thereto] is to bind on their ag 
| an 


BY 


< and fetters. The plain ſenſe of which is, 


that this would be the way to faſten and tie 
them down under the preſent ſettlement and 
tyranny of Popery, inſtead of ſhewing a juſt 
concern to ſet them at liberty. And can any 
thing be more conſiſtent than this, That 
if any man's hope of falvation be encou- 
raged upon ſuch a foot, as the being of the 


bliſhment, [that is, in its going beyond all 
that the ſcripture hath ſaid concerning a 
Chriſtian church, yea in its going quite con- 
trary to ſcripture] ſuch a man is flattered 
and deceived, inſtead of being ſhewn the 
true way of ſalvation that is laid down in 
* ſcripture.” Here the remarker has changed 
the hope ſpoken of, [the hope of falvation gi- 
ven to a Papift as ſuch] for the hope that others 
x be allow'd to have concerning Papiſts. And 
en wiſely obſerves, that whether others are 
allowed to hope that a Papiſt may be ſaved or 
not, the chains and fetters will remain juſt 
where they are. And hereupon he adds, hat 
the proper helps in this caſe will ariſe, not from 
hopes, buf arguments. Whereas he ſhould 
have obferved, that all arguments to reſcue 
the deluded from the Romiſb yoke would be 
uſeleſs, and the importance of them cut off, 
if thoſe argued with be encouraged to hope 
for ſalvation, on account of their being of 
the church of Rome. 
But the remarker has noted one thing prin- 


ÿĩI . OE 


cipally (as he fays) which is this; That rbe 
| giving 


church of Rome conſidered in its preſent eſta- 
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giving hopes of ſalvation to any who hold tra- 


ditions contrary to ſcripture, (hi is the caſe 


of ALL Papiſts) is here expreſsly declared to be 
FLATTERY. This principal remark is juſt 
of the ſame kind with the common ones before, 
and owing to the ſame miſtake and miſre- 
preſentation of Dr. Wright. Who hath never 


ſaid, that the giving hopes of ſalvation to any 


who hold fraditions contrary to ſcripture, is 
flattery; nor hath he ſaid any thing hat 


amounts to this. He well knows that there 


are a ſet of men in our own nation, who be- 
lieve the fit part of the 2oth article of the 


church of England, (i. e. the authority of the 


church in matters of faith) in a ſenſe that is 
quite contrary to the ſcriptures; and incon- 
ſiſtently with their own article, concerning 


the ſufficiency and perfection of ſcripture: 


And yet he hath charity to hope that ſome of 


them may believe and obey the ſcripture ſo 
far as to be ſaved. 


But to give the Papiſts a flattering hope of 
ſalvation upon the foof of thoſe traditions 
which are contrary to ſcripture, Dr. has 


ſaid, and does ſay, is to aſten Ne | in their 


ſubjection to the tyranny of Rome. And with 


the aſſerting this, ſurely it is very con/i/tent to 


allow, that me deluded ſouls who at preſent 
hold thoſe traditions as they are taught by their 


church, yet may have ſuch a belief of the 


ſcriptures, - and ſuch a diſpoſition to obey what 


they apprehend is the will of God, as to find 


mercy with him. Being dealt with upon this 
foot, 


fab © 1 CS . 
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foot, ſome of them may probably be brought 
from the Romiſh ſuperſtition, to a true and 


ſound ſcriptural religion; but not by encou- 


raging them, gud Papiſts, to hope for ſalva- 
tion. 
This is the ſound conſiſtent ſenſe that Dr. 


Wright s words are not only capable of, but if 


taken in their moſt eaſy and natural conſtru- 
ction, ought only to be put upon them. They 
do not admit ſuch froward remarks, I am ſure 
they do not-deſerve ſuch an iggfult, as in p. 32. 
the remarker has thrown out. 

While he is pleas'd to tell the Doctor what 
is becoming on his part, I wiſh this man was 
taught, by ſome that encourage his papers, 
(whom he is molt likely to mind) what is be- 


coming himſelf. That the Jeekly Miſcellany, 


which was pretendedly written at firſt in de- 
fence of our common Chriſtianity, (and on that 
account was taken in, both by myſelf and 
others) may not become infamous for its rai- 
ſing contentions, and ſowing diſcords amongſt 
Proteſtants. That by charging men with 
faying 8 or what AMOUNTS TO AS 
MUCH, when they declare the quite contrary, 


it may not become as odious to /ome, as it is 


become to others, by calling upon them to de- 
clare themſelves, when there was no right, no 
reaſon for ſuch demands. I am really ſorry, 


that inſtead of retaining the honour of being 


an advocate for Chriſtianity, any occaſion 


ſhould be given to look upon this author as an. 


C ACCUSER 


| | 
| 


"1.49 ] 5 
Accustr GENERAL. To charge Dr. N 
with denying what he has ſaid, when he denies 
only what this writer hath ade him ſay by 


his preſuming and falſe reaſoning, is no other 


«„ A „ 


than a baſe accuſation. Es | 

To go on: When Dr. asks, Does 
this writer (the author of the Miſcellany) 
imagine, that either He, or I, or Thoſe of 
any other church, ſhall be ſaved upon any 
other terms than believing and obeying the 
{ſcriptures ?* To this it is replied, ---No, Sir, 
J [the Remarker] will anſwer for him [the 


A 


Miſcellaniſi] he imagines no ſuch thing. * A 


wonderful favour to make this one conceſſion ! 
But we ſhall find it preſently call d back again 


by ſomething more inconſiſtent than has been 


or can be charged upon the ſermon againſt 
Popery. For thus the remarker goes on,---- 


He that ſpeaks of being ſaved upon TERM “,s, 


refers to the conditions of ſalvation, as DECLA- 


RED by the goſpel; and theſe are faith in 


Chriſt, and obedience to his laws. But Dr. 
W---- ſays, that no ſalvation is to BE HAD, 
nor any HOPE of it to be allowed any farther 
than as men believe and obey the ſcriptures; 


-ohich is ſaying MUCH MORE Zhan he ought 
v0 ſay, Fit be true that the MRERCIES of God 
in the falvation of men may reach beyond the 


4. 


DECLARED TERMS of the covenant. 
Firſt he anſwers for it, that the author of 
the M:/ce/lany imagines no ſuch thing, as that 
| a mem- 
* Remarks, p. 32, 33. 
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a member of any Chriſtian church whatſoever 
ſhall be ſaved upon any OTHER TERMs than 
believing and obeying the ſcripture; and then, 
in his reflections on Dr. }/---- he delivers it 
as a truth, that the mercies of Gor, in the 
ſalvation of men, may reach beyond the Dx- 
CLARED TERMS of the covenant, Thus to 
imagine that there is no ſalvation upon any 
oTHER TERMS but thoſe of ſcripture, and 
yet to ſay that there may be falvation BE- 


YOND the Terms DECLARED in ſcripture, 


are both of them truths with this author. 
Let him make them conſiſtent if he is able. 


Only for once let him be entreated by one 
who ſeeks after no human authority to enforce 


what he offers, to take care how he writes or 
talks at this rate. I apprehend he goes about 
a very wrong thing, and will do much to make 
men regardleſs of the TERMs of the GosPEL 
COVENANT, if he ſeek to ſpread an opinion, 
that the mercies of Gop ſhall go BEYOND what 
his word declares they ſhall. He ſays he ſhall 
be always glad to hear Dr. W---- ſay this; + 
but it is a gladneſs he is never like to have, 
till he ſtates this point in a manner quite 
different from what he has now done. 

Here it may be proper to take notice of 


his falſe ſtating the major propoſition in his 
demonſtrative ute en before mention d. In 
putting it, thus it ſtands, (as 


his manner o 


in p. 7.) 


* 


C2 Dr, 
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Dr. W--- aſſerts that it is flattery to alloy 
that ſalvation is to be had for Any who do not 
believe and obey the ſcriptures, Whereas the 
words of Dr. Wright are theſe, © Do not flat- 
ter any of THAT CHURCH. by allowing 
that ſalvation is to be had Any FARTHER 
« than as they believe and obey the ſcriptures.” 
As the Remarhker hath ftated the aſſertion, the 
Reader is led to take it in general, that /al- 
vation is not to be had for any who do not be- 
lieve and obey the ſcripture. And if this be 
carried to ſuch as never had an opportunity of 
being acquainted with revealed religion, and 
covenant mercy, the /ermon was not deſigned 
mediately or immediately to determine or 
conjecture any thing concerning them. It 
hath no reference to the ſtate of thoſe that 
MAY be faved by uncovenanted mercy. In 
this fenſe the Doctor no doubt will ſay, as the 
Remarhker allows him if he pleaſeth, That it was 
not his intention to ſet bounds to the mercy of 
God. It is always a pleaſure to him, to con- 
ceive of and repreſent the mercies of Gop as 
over all his works, yea, more and greater than 
all his works. But the ſermon ſpeaks expreſsly 
of thoſe that profeſs themſelves members of 
the Chriſtian church, and that are therefore to 
be ſaved upon the DECLARED TERM s of 
the goſpel covenant, or not to be faved at all. 
Fhis covenant hath made ſuch abundant pro- 
viſion for human frailty, 7. e. unallowed er- 

rors and weakneſs of faith; for ſins of igno- 


rance, 
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rance, and for repentance of known fins, even 
the worſt and greateſt of fins; that it is not 
intelligible to me what this author means b 
Gop's ſaving men BEYOND the goſpel decla- 
rations. This is a matter of ſuch importance, 
that I beg the reader will bear with me a lit- 


tle further. To talk of the mercies of God in 


the ſalvation of men reaching BEYOND the 
DECLARED TERMS of the covenant, to thoſe 
who are only to look for falvation upon their 
complying with thoſe Terms, is to lead men 
to confuſed notions of I know not what dj 

pen/ing and abſolving powers, inſtead of telling 


them as the goſpel expreſsly does, That he 


that beheveth not, ſhall be damned; and that 
except men repent, and be converted from 
their fins they ſhall periſh; and that Chriſt 
is become the author of ſalvation only to them 
that obey him. 

Surely it does no honour to Gop to ſay of 
him, that he will be either better or worſe 
than his worp. Let Gop be rue, but every 
man a har who would thus repreſent him. 

It is no proof of the goodneſs and faithfulneſs 
of the goſpel covenant, to ſay that mercy ſhall 
go BEYOND the Terms there declared. Ts this 
to repreſent Chriſt Jeſus as one that is able 
to ſave to the uttermoſt ? 

It will be far from recommending the Lax 
of the goſpel, and a diligent compliance wi 
the conditions of it, to tell men that the 
Terms THERE DECLARED are not ſo kindly 

nor 


[2] 
nor ſo full and exaZly ſtated, but that, BE- 
voxp them, we may hope for mercy. This 
general confuſed notion of mercy BEYOND 
the DECLARED TERMs of it, occaſions ſome 
men's living in ignorance of the things ne- 
ceſſary to ſalvation; and others living in a 
neglect of ſacraments, the figns and ſeals of 
the goſpel covenant, all their days: And ma- 
ny known fins are practiced, contrary to the 
expreſs warnings and threatnings of the goſ- 
pel, upon this apprehenſion of God's not 
judging us ſtrictly according to the goſpel 
rule, but being more favourable than That is. 
If this be the way of pleading for charity 
to the Papiſts, I am afraid it will be to the 
deftruftion of many Proteſtants. Dr. W---- 
may juſtly now repeat,--- © Charity INDEED 
ce this Writer hath ſhewn towards the Popiſo 
ce cler. 

But it is anfever d by the Remarker, What 
charity hath he ſhewn, 517 ? Thoſe who under- 
ſtand the force of language will readily feel, 
that charity INDEED ſignifies charity to à de- 
gree of hiberality. Be it ſo. According to this 
account of charity INDEED, was there not 
great liberality in Mr. Hooker”s undertaking 
to plead for the Popiſb clergy, as if his own 
church was calumniated becauſe the Papiſts 
were not treated with greater charity? To 
feel their uneaſineſs, and to plead their cauſe 
when he was only a ſtander by ; Was not 
this chatity IxpEED F To wreſt and miſre- 


preſent 
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preſent the words of one, whom he is pleaſed 
to call a Gentleman and a Dactor and Teacher, 
but never to own either him or any of his 
brethren as goſpel miniſters, that he may at 
the ſame time expreſs a concern for the Ro- 
miſh clergy, who are owned by that phraſe to 
be his brethren in holy orders; Is not this 
charity to a degree of liberality? Once more, 


to extend the mercies of Gop beyond his own 


DECLARATIONS, for the fake of thoſe Popiſh 
brethren, Is not this to exceed the goſpel it- 
ſelf in liberality and charity? 

He ſays after all, while he is thus taking 
the part of the Popiſh clergy, That all the 
charity the author of the Mi ella hath /hewn 
fo them, is only to ſuppoſe that ſome of them 
may be ſincere, and that ſuch as are ſo, may 
nof bs = of the reach of bet Ss mercies. Sin- 
cere in what? In their confining falvation to 
the church of Rome, and damning and per- 
ſecuting all the reſt of the Chriſtian world? He 


does not mean thoſe that are ſincere in idolatry, 


hereſy, and perſecution. No; when he ſpeaks 
of being SINCERE, I ſuppoſe he means in the 
faith and obedience of the goſpel to the beſt 
of their knowledge, and uſing all honeſt endea- 
vours to increaſe their knowledge. And if 
fo, then their ſalvation is brought within the 
DECLARED TERMS of the goſpel; and there- 
fore if this was all the charity he deſigned to 
ſhew, he needed not to have referr'd to mercy 
BEYOND declared Terms, Nor was there any 

occaſion 
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_ occaſion for his accuſing Dr. W---- of un- 
charitableneſs, who hath allowed falvation to 
' Goneſt and deluded ſouls upon this foot; but 
would not have their ſalvation talk'd of, as 
members of a Cbhriſtian church, upon any 
other foot than their believing and obeying 
the ſcripture. For how ſhall they, any of 
them, ever be converted from the error of 
tbeir ways, and brought back to a true /crip- 
tural worſhip and religion, by flattering their 
church in its departures from ſcripture, and 
oppofitions\thereto. 

I apprehend, when this ſubje& of charity 
to ſome that are under the Roman yoke, hath 
been moſt labouredly confidered, the fender- 
meſs and compaſſion expreſs d toward them, 
muſt be in {ch à way as the fermon upon 
| Scripture and Tradition hath pointed out. I 
am ſorry it was not clear enough put, for the 
author of the Miſcellany to take it rigbt; 
though by the manner of his finding occaſion 
againſt Dr. Fright, it ſhould ſeem that 20 
words could have prevented his placing the 
Doctor amongſt the number of thoſe, againſt 
whom he was determin'd to raiſe the jealouſy 
of the eflabhfh'd church. But as Dr. Wright 
hath the favour both of correſpondence by 
letters, and of converſation with ſome of the 
clergy, he may hope amongſt them to have 
his ſentiments with reſpe& to the church. of 
England, ſo repreſented as to free him from Mr. 

: Hooters 
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Hocter's charge of calummating, either tat, 


or any ber Proteſtant church. 


The fubject of extenſive charity is well 


known to be a favourite ſubject with Dr. NV. 
And nothing hath been a greater trouble to 
him in life, than to have his endeavours hin- 
dered by unbind interpretations put upon them 
in any ns of charity, or to have his Wwri- 
tings fall'n upon in a contentious way, when he 
thought of exciting nothing but a Hiri: of 
love and charity. 

There is one thing reſerved for the cloſe of 
the Remarks, that Dr. — muſt not be al- 
low'd to fay tor himſelf by any means. It 
is this. When the ſermon ſpeaks of charity to 


poor ſouls under the Roman yoke, it muſt not 


be underſtood fo as to take in the poor de- 
luded clergy, with the /aity; becauſe the clergy 
are the diſboneſt, proud, ambitious Layers-0n' 9 

the yore ; "i It can therefore only be ſaid of 
the foor laity that they are the Bearers of it. 


Be it allowed, then, that the Pope, with his 
Cardinals and B "obs and dignify'd Clergy, are 


the /ayers-07 of the yoke, ſince the Remarker 
pleaſeth it ſhould ſtand ſo. This well agrees 
with. Dr. }/----'s explication of the Roman 
Joke before, viz. The papal authority and 
claims, according to the canons and decrees 

« of the council of Trent. But under this 
authority given to the Pope and the ſuperior 
clergy, are there not a number of ignorant en- 
laved deluded * as well as people. Surely 
D no 


( 26 ] 
no man, that has either read or heard any 
. thing of the Popiſh countries, will deny this. 
» = The thing itſelf is true, and proper to be faid; 
only it happens not to come well from Dr. . 
becauſe the Remarker ſays, he had explain'd 


himſelf before, in a manner that will not con- 

= fiſt with this explanation. Pray, what had he 

4 ſaid before, that does not conſiſt with a com- 

* paſſion for the deiuded prieſts as well as laity? 

| He had faid that by contradicting and lea- 
« ving the ſcripture, as every new council 
_ © ſhould take upon them to ſet up new tra- 

© ditions, men of learning [amongſt which 

«© are the ſuperior and better furniſh'd clergy ©] 
= © are led into endleſs mazes, and the mo 

j } «* diſhoneſt arts; [they are, in the Remarker's 

* ſtile, Layers-on of the yoke ;] and the poor 

£ Jaity in common life are ſubject to perpe- 

« tual tyranny, and to have new yokes of bon- 

* dage put upon them in every age.” This 

Wren. have been faid of the /ower and igno- 

rant clergy, together with the laity, in that 
paragraph, as well as afterward, had it then 
been thought requiſite. And therefore the 
adding of this, when it was found requijite, 

zs no more an inconſiſtency than if it had ſtood 

in both places. 

The Remarker may now ſay, that I want 
charity for the Pope and the ruling clergy 

of the church of Rome, if he pleaſes; and 

I will acknowledge, that if any charity 

be due to them, beſides praying for their con- 
verſion, I ſhall be wanting, till this * 
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ſnew me in what other way Iam to hope for their 
ſalvation. Till he does this, I ſhall think it 
my duty to put their ation intirely upon 
the foot of their converſion, not being able, 
tho' my life were at ſtake, to think they are 
in the way to be ſaved in the exerciſe of their 
preſent tyranny and /uperſtition. ] pray God 
deſtroy and break their powers. Neverthe- 
leſs, it is my hope, that ſome who are under 
that yoke may be ſaved; and it is my heart's 
defire for all poor honeſt ſouls, both clergy 
and laity, who thro' force or fraud are ſub- 
ject to the Papal dominion, that they may be 
brought from under ſo terrible a yoke of bon- 
dage. 
i have only one thing more to add, to 
ſhew the mean artrifice of the author of the 
Remarks; and that is, placing Dr. Wright's 
name in his Title-page, as if he was an ob- 
jeftor againſt ſomething this writer had faid 
in vindication of the church of England, or 
concerning the repeal of the corporation and 
teſt acts. The head of his title ſtands thus: 
The Church of England vindicated from Ca- 


' LUMNY, and the true Views of Diſſenters in 
their Demands of the Repeal of the Corporation 


and Teſt Acts, laid open; and then at the bot- 
tom of it, is added,---}ith a PosTCRIPE in 
Anſwer to the Objections of Dr. Wright. By 
this means, every time theſe Remarks are ad- 
vertisd, (which they conſtantly have been 
hitherto in the weekly Papers) Dr. W---- is 
repreſented as an objector againſt the vindica- 

| 2 7100. 
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tion of the church from calummy, or againſt 
what this author hath faid about the wicwes of 
Difenters in their demands g, te repeal of the 
corporation and teſt acts: Whereas not one 
word on either of theſe heads was dropt by 
Dr. / in the very paſſages this man hath 
written againſt. If this be not unjuſt and baſs 
uſage, I know not what can be well counted 
ſuch. And dreadtul would it be to have more 
power lodg'd in the hands of men, who make 
to little conſcience of employing well and 
kindly what they have already. The rnterf 

they have in the kingdom, and the advanta- 
ges they are able to make to themſelves by the 
prejudices rais d againſt the D:/Jenters, they 
can thus turn againſt any particular manby acts 
of this kind, without any reaſon or founda- 
tion for their ſo doing, whenever they ſee fit 
to fix a jealous eye upon him. Falſe repreſen- 
tations make way for oppreſſive and unrigh- 
teous actions. And ſuch, in my apprehenſion, 

the Diſſenters have more reaſon to expect and 
prepare for, if the ſchemes of ſuch church- 
men prevail, than to promiſe themſelves fr- 
ther . favours, Let that be as Gop plcaſeth, 
in whoſe hands our times are. 

_ The affair of the refeal of the teſt, it is 
well known, is now cut of all the manage— 
ments and conſultations of the Diſſenting 
teachers; not only of thoſe againſt whom the 
Remarker writes, but of their whole body. 
And I can aſſure him that Dr. — is as 


hopeleſs 
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hopeleſs and unactive as any man about every 
thing relating to that matter, in the preſent 
ſituation of things: So that he has fetch'd in 
the moſt improper perſon he could have fix'd 
upon, to repreſent as an objefor to what he 
was pleasd to ſet at the head of his Title. 
Nor will Dr. Wright ever appear as an objector 
to any thing that you, Sir, ſhall fee fit to 
publiſh, during your preſent temper and ſenti- 
ments; no, I believe you will not provoke him 
| to it any more, even in his own vindication. 
If J have offered what is ſufficient to take 
a off your miſrepreſentations of Dr. Wright to the 
2 world, my end is anſwered : And if noty he 
/ is content to ſuffer under them. If I could 
$ add any thing before I cloſe, that might be 
8 of uſe to the Remarker, in his future conduct, 
it I ſhould be glad to do it. And the beſt ad- 


— vice | can think of at preſent, is to recom- 


. mend to your deliberate conſideration a paſ- 
, ſage of a once great and uſeful clergyman in 
d his city, which, if it be not your own fault, 
. may be of ſervice to you. To a man of your 
* knowledge of books and authors, I need not 
h, name him; his words are theſe: 358 


6 deſire the judicious and conſcientious 
readers [of what he was then writing] to la 

c aſide the great fondneſs which the bet of men 
are wont to have for the conſtitutions of the 
particular churches of which they are mem- 
* bers; and to conſider impartially the ſeve- 
as ral places of /cr/p/ure which treat of mat- 
leſs <<. yeos 


cc 
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© ters relating to church affairs; and then 


te to compare the ſtate of the churches now 
e in being, with what Gop requires in a pure 


c church; and I am confident they will abate 


« much of a too fond dotage upon any parti- 
ce cular conſtitution, or church ſtate, that is 


ce now in the world. Of which opinion alſo 


te are the Honeſt, and the judicious of all par- 
« fies, when ſome happy conjunctures force 
ce them upon cool thoughts and peaceable con- 
& fiderations; which yet do not meet with 
tc their defired ſucceſs, but in Gop's own. 
te times and ſeaſons. This is remarkably evi- 
dent in the Reformation of the church of 
England ; which altho' begun by very good 
« and great men, and carried on often ver 

« vigorouſly and ſucceſsfully; yet hath not 
te been able to arrive ro thoſe degrees of per- 
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e fection, which even the irt Reformers who 


« planted it, and watered it with their own 
* blood, defign'd * and wiſh'd for: + But, 
« what through the inconſtant humour of a 
| „ yain 
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* Reformatio Legum Eccleſiaſt. 
+ Preface to the Comminat. Fox's Book of Martyrs, Edit. 
ult. Vol. III. pag. 67, 105, 107, 120, 121, 137, 362, 374, 
385, 400, 403, 411, 412, 427, 442, 537. Biſhop Burnet's 
Hiſtory of the Reformation,, Ed. Secund. Tom. I. Pref. p. 
147, 148, 189, 262, 300, 303, 315, 364. In the Collection, 
p. 160, 178, 182. Preface to Vol. II. and p. 44, 59, 67, 
71, 72, 73, 752 79» 80, 95, 96, 101, 104, to 110, 112, 
141, 145, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 182, 189, 190, 191, 
196, to 202, 218, 219, 304, 339, 370, 377, 387, 390, 
394, to 399, 406, 407, 420. Camden Elizab. Ed. Amſtel. 


p. 26. in Prefat. 391, 392. Sir Simon D'Ewe's Journal, p. 


1506, 158, 161, 166, 167, 177, 184, 257, 302, 303, 97 
; 357» 


„ 


Q Anne 8 reign, wha was afterward made a Bi- 


ters of the Eng/i/h Reformers in the Library of Switzerland. 
And Biſhop Burnet's excellent Diſcourſe of the ERS ou E 


37 _  m_ 
« vain and cruel Prince, under whom it be- "M3 


« gun; the avarice and diſſentions of the 5 + 
« chief miniſters of the court of King El. 


«, ward the Sixth, and the ſhort reign of 
that Prince; the contrary turn of affairs in 


« Q. Mary's days, and the znvincible prejuds- 
« ces of that great Princeſs Q Elizabeth, un- 
« der whom it was ſettled, who was againft 


alterations in the church ; the glorious work 


« did not receive the laſt and finiſhing hand 
«© of its maſter-builders; but has ever fince 
ce been retarded, and hindered, by ſeveral 
« ſtrange occurrences; chiefly by the contrary 
ce ſtrugglings of two parties, ever ſince the 
« differences at Frankford ; whereby through 
e mutual animoſities and immoderate oppo- 
« ſition (the :chzef obſtacle to all noble and 
peaceable deſigns) things have ſometimes 
* rather gone back than forward: So that- 
ce there is little hope of going on unto per 7 
fection till the Times of Reftitution begin to 2 
« appear, and Gop ſhall be pleaſed to diſpoſe 


ce the minds of men by his over-ruling pro- 


* 


* 


A 


= 


La) 


evidence to fo neceſſary and fo glorious an 


ec undertaking.” 


There is a ſermon of Dr. Wilkss, in 


Hop, 


357, &c. Biſhop Stilling fleet's Preface to his Unreaſonableneſs * 
of Separation. — A Paper entitled, Grievances of the Church of 
England, ſuppoſed to be written by Archbiſhop Sancroft. Let- 


[2] ? 
e chat deſerves a cayeful perufil e 
vexatious and envious diſputes prevent our uni- 
ting againſt common enemies, It is upon that 
text in Jaiab, chap. xi. ver. 13, 14. The 
c *envy alſo of Ephraim ſhall depart, and the 
te adverfaries of Judah ſhall be cut off: 
bY Ephraim: all not envy Judah, and TFudah 
<« ſhall not vex Ephraim. But they ſhall fly 
. "10 the 0 of the Phil 5 — 
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